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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 



Initially, the Applicant would like to thank Examiner Kumar for takiug the time to 
discuss the outstanding Office Action with the Applicant's representative during the 
telephone interview conducted on July 17, 2006. During the interview, the Examiner 
agreed with the Applicant's representative that none of the prior art cited in this case 
teaches a vend motor assembly having bolh rotation and position sensors connected to a 
controller, with the controller rotating a cradle member based on signals from the rotation 
and position sensors such that cradle member is rotated to within 1/3° of a desired vend 
angle during a vend operation as recited in claims 1,11 and 22 as originally filed. With 
respect to claim 17, the Examiner agreed that none of the prior art teaches a vend motor 
having a rotation sensor, a position sensor and a controller coupled to both the rotation 
and the position sensor, However, the Examiner desired clarification as to the actual 
operation of the position sensor. Accordingly, the Applicant agreed to amend claim 17 to 
recite that the position sensor senses a position of a motor shaft of the vend motor in 
order to more particularly point out and distinctly claim the present invention. In was 
agreed that this change would be entered and make the claim allowable. With respect to 
claim 23, the Examiner agreed that none of the prior art teaches controlling a vend motor 
in a soft start mode by regulating a pulse width modulated (PWM) signal so as to 
gradually increase a rotational speed of the vend motor. However, the Examiner desired 
a clear interrelationship between the vend motor and the PWM signal. Accordingly, 
agreements were reached to amend claim 23 to recite that the vend motor is controlled 
with the PWM signal in order to more particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
invention. 
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Regarding the rejection of claim 2, the Examiner and the Applicant's 
representative discussed the application of Feltrin '823 as pertaining to the push arm. 
While it is the Applicant's position is that Feltrin 6 823 does not contain a push arm that 
acts on a load bar in a manner analogous to that of the present application, it was agreed 
that amending claim 2 to more particularly locate the push arm relative to the vending 
machine would be distinguishing. That is, Feltrin *S23 is seen to include a rocker arm 
connected to a load bar mounted inside a stack area of the vending machine, with the 
rocker arm pivoting between first and second positions allowing a product container to 
fall into a cradle for future dispensing to a consumer. Arm 26 is not seen to be a push 
arm in a manner analogous to that presented in connection with the present application. 
In any case, as set forth above, the Applicant agreed to amend claim 2 to recite that the 
push arm is located outside the plurality of stack areas in order to further distinguish the 
invention. Finally, as claim 9 was objected to in the Office Action as being dependent 
upon a rejected base claim but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form, the 
Applicant has amended claim 9 to include all the particulars of claim 2 as originally filed. 
Finally, minor amendments have been made to claims 2, 9 and 15 for proper antecedent 
purposes regarding the claimed motor and output shafts. 

Based on the above remarks, the amendments to the claims and the agreements 
reached with the Examiner, the Applicant respectfully submits that the present invention 
is patentably defined over the prior art of record such that allowance of all claims and 
passage of the application to issue are respectfully requested. While the present 
invention is currently under a final rejection, the Examiner agreed to enter the 
amendments and reconsider patentability of the invention given the agreed upon 
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patentable distinctions. Therefore, if the Examiner should have any additional questions 
or concerns regarding this amendment/response, he is cordially invited to contact the 
undersigned at the number provided below in order to further expedite the prosecution. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 33 3 323 

Date: July 19,2006 

DIEDERIKS & WHITELAW, PLC 

12471 Dillingham Square, #301 
Woodbridge, VA 22192 
Tel: (703) 583-8300 
Fax: (703)583-8301 
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